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RAY BUILDERS, INC.,
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W. HAROLD MOORE and
ALICE MOORE,
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J U D G M E N T

This matter came on for hearing December 2, 1992. Upon
consideration of the evidence, judgment is hereby granted as
follows:
1. On Plaintiff's Complaint, judgment is granted in favor
of Plaintiff against Defendants in the amount of One Thousand
Eight Hundred Sixty-eight Dollars and Thirty-two Cents
($1,868.32).
2.

On Defendants' Counterclaim:

(a)

As to Count I, judgment is granted in favor of
Plaintiff.

(b)

As to Count II, the Court finds that Defendants have
been damaged as alleged in the amount of One Hundred
Sixty Dollars ($160) and, further finding said damages
were the result of Plaintiff's willfully and knowingly
cutting down, destroying, injuring or carrying away
timber, wood and underwood from Defendants' land,
judgment is granted in favor of Defendants against
Plaintiff for treble damages, pursuant to 14 M.R.S.A.
§7552, in the total amount of Four Hundred Eighty
Dollars ($480).

(c)

As to Count III, the Court finding that the transaction
between the parties was subject to 10 M.R.S.A. §§1486
et seq. governing home construction contracts and that
Plaintiff failed to provide a written contract in
compliance with the law, which violation was not the
result of an unintentional bona fide error, judgment is
granted in favor of Defendants against Plaintiff for a
civil penalty in the amount of One Thousand Dollars
($1,000), as authorized by 10 M.R.S.A. §1490(2).

(d)

As to Count IV, the Court finds, pursuant to 10
M.R.S.A. §1490(1) and 5 M.R.S.A. §§206 et seq., that
Plaintiff's violation of the law governing home
construction contracts referred to in Paragraph 2(c)
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above, constituted an unfair trade practice in that
said violation resulted in the Defendants' loss of
money or property and, therefore, judgment is granted
in favor of Defendants against Plaintiff, and that the
Court awards Defendants their attorney's fees, to be
paid by Plaintiff, in the amount of $ /-5"O Q
Dated at Ellsworth, Maine, this

day of

?
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